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MW Factsheet Rapid-Assay PCB.pdf

Here is the more refined lab study approach. This revised approach is based on a collaborative effort by
Carlos, Paul and myself. | *think* we are just about there. We have a few details to work out, such as:

« the applicability and costs of the IA tests
+ TOC detection limits
+  Which lab(s) to use for laboratory analyses and costs

| think we can get the answer to these in the next week or so.

Take a look and we would appreciate feedback. Please note though, that this is a lab experimental
study, and we have to be somewhat "nimble" and not overly prescriptive to achieve our goals. The
observations from the early parts of the study will have a lot of impact on how we proceed in the latter
parts. The key to success will be good communication among the team during the testing.

Hope everyone has a great holiday weekend.
Dan
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